several times but does not mention Donald Horne's book of the same name.
Horne argued presciently in The Lucky Country (Penguin, 1964 ) that the abundance of Australia's mineral base and 'lucky' elements in its history retarded some aspects of its social, economic and technological development. People in other nations had to live by their wits or starve, but Australia always had stuff to dig up and sell, and that determined its concept of value. When Australia faced a crisis, as it did in the 1850s, 1890s, 1940s and 1950s, the luck changed -thanks to discoveries of gold, coal, oil, iron ore and natural gas, and the arrival of General MacArthur. It did not have to reinvent itself or work out new strategies.
Barlow argues that "Australia has its own extraordinary story of technological growth. " Up to a point, Lord Copper. Oddly, although Australia is a heavy user of communications, computing, satellite, remote sensing, mining and military technology, it produces very little of its own, and its trade imbalance in knowledge-based products is alarming.
Barlow fails to address what I refer to as Australia's inventory problem, the conspicuous lack of internationally successful high-valueadded brand-name goods and services. The Netherlands, Sweden, Switzerland and Finland, which all have smaller populations than Australia, make products that sell internationally on reputation, rather than price. Where are the Australian equivalents of Philips, Volvo, Scania, Hasselblad, Nestlé, Roche or Nokia?
In 1986, comparing Australia and Taiwan, it would have been reasonable to assume that by now Australia would have been well ahead in information technology, given its strong education system, research history, inventiveness and position as part of the English-speaking world. In fact, Taiwan streaked ahead. Australia suffered from a failure of nerve, shortsighted thinking by institutional investors, and a lack of dynamic and compelling leadership in the computing business.
The chapter entitled "The Australian Miracle" is deeply puzzling. It is a lively and skilful précis of Technology in Australia 1788 Australia -1988 The proof-reading is careless. We are treated to a quotation from Arthur Koestler twice. And Barlow dismisses Australia as a "relatively small economy", even though The Economist ranks Australia as number 15 in the world. The book also suffers from the lack of an index.
Barlow is right to point out the Australian public's high level of interest in science, but is dismissive, even contemptuous, about complaining academics. He fails to examine the reasons for this paradox. He should have commented on the striking fall in enrolments in the enabling sciences, physics, chemistry and mathematics, parallel to the relentless march of the business students. Research disciplines are down proportionally (but not in absolute numbers) while the packaging and marketing subjects are well up. Was this worth a sentence or two?
Barlow is unduly modest and says little of his time advising Nelson. He mentions the case of Trofim Lysenko, the Soviet geneticist who suppressed darwinism, and asserts that nothing similar could happen in Australia. I am not so sure. Australia practises its own form of soft lysenkoism, with climate scientists in CSIRO silenced if they do not produce 'agreed science' , supporting the Howard government's ideological rejection of global warming. 'Public good' Cooperative Research Centres were closed down unless they worked on commercial products. The ARC's recommendations were subject to ministerial veto, and a chair and chief executive appointed for expertise in research were replaced by people experienced in working with government and interpreting, or even second-guessing, shifts in policy. 
Giorgio Parisi
Galileo Galilei is known as one of the founders of modern science. But his works, as well as those of co-founders such as Isaac Newton, are seldom read. It is not that they are in some exotic language: Newton wrote in Latin, Galileo mainly in a limpid, straightforward Italian, in contrast to the baroque style of many of his contemporaries. As well as science, Galileo is a major figure in Italian history and literature. Italian high schools teach his dramatic life and prosecution by the Inquisition. But professional historians of science aside, few Italians have read many of his works.
The problem is that we must understand the scientific questions, knowledge and -most importantly -prejudices of the time. Changes in scientific notation make the scientific papers of even a century ago all but unintelligible to today's experts , so it is no surprise that scientists are seldom moved to read 400-year-old books of physics whose scientific context almost completely escapes them.
Thus Spoke Galileo by Andrea Frova and Mariapiera Marenzana, an attempt to bring Galileo's work to general readers, should solve this problem. The texts are introduced in their Renaissance man correct and precise historical context, framed to stimulate the reader's curiosity.
JAMES COHAN GALLERY

Galileo in the gallery
The book opens with an imaginary autobiography, composed of a collage of letters and other documents written by Galileo, interpolated with writings from Frova and Marenzana in Galileo's style. Galileo tells his life story, discussing the clash with the Church that eventually led him to disown his writing. It is a portrait of a complex man, with light and shade. He was frank, but also able to adapt himself to difficult times: he knew that his forced abjuration was only a momentary defeat, and that in the long run, with the help of his students, his ideas would triumph.
Each of the other chapters deals with a specific topic. They begin with a summary of the knowledge at that time, followed by Galileo's writings on the subject. The most crucial points are put in his words; the rest of the argument is summarized. Often the chapter ends with a short historical excursus where, presenting the same ideas in modern scientific language, the authors show the impact of Galileo's ideas on subsequent science.
To understand the originality and ingenuity of a scientist we must compare his statements with those of his contemporaries. It turns out that Galileo leant on the work of other scientists more than is commonly believed: the famous example of the ship in motion is taken from Giordano Bruno, and an argument on the fall of a heavy body comes from Giovanni Battista Benedetti. Galileo's unique skill was to
